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The 11th Special Session of the United Nations been attempted: e.g. the Conference on Internati%i
General Assembly held August 25 to September 15, Economic Co-operation in Paris, the `Manley' Sumr
1980 had two objectives: (a) launch the global negotia- in Jamaica. The departures from the traditional way
t.ions and (b) adopt the International Development doing things are resented by most of the-developii;
Strategy for the third United Nations Development countriesbecause (a) few are invited to take part
Decade. It failed in its first objective because the nego- '(b) they cannot maintain the political pressure appl
tiations were not launched and did not quite meet the in New York. As a result, the New York UN for ii, ,
second as consensus agreement on the text of the strat- mains the favourite one for the great majorit3
egy was reached but its adoption was deferred. Thus, developing countries.
another important attempt to:make some progress in This preference for the New York UN forum
the North-South Dialogue would seem to have been a came the main issue in the discussions for the launr
failure more than a success. However, bearing in mind ing of the global negotiations. From the outset,
that a new international economic order can only take Group of 77 (underdeveloped countries) focussea itE
shape gradually, the llth Special Session cannot be as tention on the procedures for the,negotiations and b
sessed only on the basis of results achieved during the to énsure that the New York UN forum would havc

all-embracing role alltiwing.it to indicate to speciali
institutions such as theWorld Bank, what results wt
expected from them. Most Western countries were p7,
pared to give a wide mandate to the UN in New Yorl
one that would enable it to have supervisory responsF
bilities on the whole negotiating process but woul^
nevertheless preserve the mandates of the specialize,
institutions. This was not enough to meet the requii(;-
ments of the developing countries and the gap betwe`
the two positions appeared unbridgeable. Neverthi
less, compromises were made on both sides and at var
ous points towards the end of: the session, agreemer t

meetings but on its contribution to the long term pro-
cess. In that context, the session helped clear the air on
some important issues.

The points of contention during the discussions on
the global negotiations and the international develop-
ment strategy were quite different; so were the meth-
ods of negotiating. We will pass them in review; con-
sider the role of the „participants and draw some
conclusions.

Over the years, the North-South dialogue has been
conducted in a large number-of places but the main fo-
cus has been the United Nations in New York. A par-
ti cular system of procedures has developed there which seemed within reach.: But- every time this was so on
is different from thatused, for instance, at the United side or the other wanted to clarify the meaning of 0
Nations in Geneva or at financial institutions such as words in the procedural paper or the interpretation
the World Bank. In addition; most if not all debates at its key paragraphs and this created new difficultie'
the UN in New York are extremely politicized and, for The Special Session was extended twice in the hoF`
instance, it is difficult to have discussions on economic
subjects on the basis of economic arguments: generally
the political aspects take precedence.

To avoid these constraints and in a search for more
efficient ways of proceeding, different formulas have
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zl anthat agreement would be reached. When it becam, ic

clear that no language could adequately cover the colË ri,Lht tc
cerns of some countries and there was not enough timE Pl '- wa
before the beginning of the General Assembly to makE
further progress, the failure of the Session was adinlt^^
ted.

These difficulties with procedures reflect the comE
plexity of the issues dealt with in the-North-South dia^
logue. In a period of widespread economic stagnatiort
some Western countries are very concerned about te'^:
rapid changes in a number of institutions; especi^ill
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